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Disposition of Claims 

4) I3 Claim(s) 7-72 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) S Claim(s) 7 and 8 is/are allowed. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1. The text of. those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not 
included in this action can be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 1-2 & 9-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as 
being anticipated by Takayama et al . 

Re claims 1-2 & 11, Takayama et al discloses (column 3, 
lines 1-28; column 17, line 51 - column 18, line 20) a color 
image processing arrangement in which pixels are provided with a 
plurality of respective color filters (R, G, B) . Defective 
pixels are detected by correlating a target pixel value with the 
values of nearly pixels having the same color filter as the 
target pixel, and then pixel signals corresponding to the 
detected defective pixels are corrected. 

Re claims 9-10 & 12, the nearby pixels are describes as 
"surrounding" the pixel to be tested for defects (column 18, 
line 2) . Thus, the correlation between the pixel to be tested 
and the surrounding pixels includes correlation in both 
horizontal and vertical directions. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

3. Claims 3-6 are objected to as being dependent upon a 
rejected base claim, but would be allowable if rewritten in 
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independent form including all of the limitations of the base 
claim and any intervening claims. 

4. Claims 7-8 are allowed. 

5. The following is a statement of reasons for the indication 
of allowable subject matter: 

Re claims 3-4 & 7 (and dependent claims 4-5 & 8) , the art 
of record does not teach or suggest the recited operations upon 
sets of non-identical filter colored pixels in conjunction with 
the recited detection and correction of defective pixels via 
correlating a target pixel value with the values of adjacent 
pixels having the same color filter as the target pixel. 

Re claim 6, the art of record does not teach or suggest the 
recited processing of predetermined color image signals via a 
line memory in conjunction with the recited use of the line 
memory for detection and correction of defective pixels via 
correlating a target pixel value with the values of adjacent 
pixels having the same color filter as the target pixel. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments, see Response filed 6/30/05, with 
respect to claims 3-6 have been fully considered and are 
persuasive. The rejection of claims 3-6 under 35 USC §112 has 
been withdrawn. 
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Applicant argues (6/30/05 Response: page 9, line 13 - page 
11, line 3) that the Takayama et al arrangement of comparing a 
target pixel value with the mean value of nearby pixels having 
the same color filter does not teach or suggest the claimed 
"detecting fault pixels by establishing a correlation among 
pixel signals along an arrangement of consecutive ones of 
identical color". Specifically, Applicant notes (6/30/05 
Response: page 9, line 13 - page 10, line 1 and page 10, lines 
10-15) that the pixels having a given color in Takayama et al 
are non-consecutively disposed and that the detection system of 
the invention is based on the degree of correlation between a 
given pixel and the pixels before and after in the arrangement. 

Re the former point, Examiner agrees that Takayama et al 
describes a color filter in which pixels having a given color 
are separated from the nearest pixels of the same color (e.g. 
Figures 2-3 of Takayama et al) . However, the claim recitations 
of "consecutive ones [pixels] of identical color" (claim 1, line 
6) , "spatially consecutive filter devices of identical color" 
(claim 2, line 3) and the like are readable upon a consecutive 
set selected from those pixels, even though those pixels are 
non-consecutive within the larger set of pixels of all colors. 
(For example, the five "A" pixels of the top row of Takayama et 
al Figure 3 would be readable as "consecutive ones [pixels] of 
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identical color", but a set consisting of only the first two and 
the last two, skipping the middle one, would not.) 

Re the latter point, the claim recitations of "correlation 
among pixel signals" (claim 1, line 5) , "correlating pixel 
signals" (claim 2, line 2), and the like do not specify that a 
single specific pixel is correlated to another single specific 
pixel. Thus, this recitation is readable on the comparison of a 
target pixel to a mean value of surrounding pixels within the 
described set of pixels (e.g. "consecutive ones [pixels] of 
identical color") as described in Takayama et al . 

Conclusion 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground (s) of 
rejection presented in this Office action. Accordingly, THIS 
ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). Applicant is 
reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136 (a) . 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action 
is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS 
of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action 
is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened 
statutory period, then the shortened statutory period will 
expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
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extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated 
from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than 
SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning the contents of this communication 
or earlier communications from the examiner should be directed 
to Stephen M. Brinich at 571-272-7430. 

Any inquiry relating to the status of this application or 
proceeding or any inquiry of a general nature concerning 
application processing should be directed to the Tech Center 
2600 Customer Service center at 571-272-2600 or to the USPTO 
Contact Center at 800-786-9199 or 703-308-4357. 

The examiner can normally be reached on weekdays 7:00-4:30, 
alternate Fridays off. 

If attempts to contact the examiner and the Customer 
Service Center are unsuccessful, supervisor David Moore can be 
contacted at 571-272-7437. 

Faxes pertaining to this application should be directed to 
the Tech Center 2600 official fax number, which is 571-273-8300 
(as of July 15, 2005) . 
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